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«»» and J h %o“er F co„ C clud"rthft t ^ i r" UC diSPUt< ' b “”«" 
controversy was a major facto? f„ , P e ”istent 
to discredit King and ultimately de^tr 0111 *? 11 ? dete rmination 
in the Civil Rights "moJeme^^^Jage 5 ^^. 111 * leadershi P 

the Task Force «po?t\ll U des C tJ°fi?d? UrVei i lanCe of Kin<3 ' 

Select Committee On Intelliopnro /cc^f" 98 ° f the Sena t« 

of telephone and microphone 9 surveillfiep WhlCh < com P iled a list 
OPR report names °Pnone surveillances against King. The 

previously reported by the SS? line* * 1 ” tallat i° n> not 

appeared to have been^productii^ °^ dln9 to 0PR » the Y 

did not reside at th» k £ ouctive either because King 

made did not pick up any sic^if icant^inf C th f* th * recordin 9 s 
The Task Force reviewed ««i Zr-t-r.* ant f nforma tion, (Pages 126-127) 
electronic surveillfn™. oJ ?- Cd p °5 tlons of transcripts of 

to chocx ,cou^c“ort"„°f r p;2 9 u *j? rr ie “ ed 

2SrIS Q, .SS li 1 - tha Th * 

because that portion°of the e recordinc n0t PUt k° the tranacri Pts 
or It was considered ^ ° r 
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security investigation^f ^ina **? 0 * 68 * hat the continuing 

iTerZl DePa[t T nt ^viBio^Sa^S ^t^re' tha ‘ the AG and 
internal security matters u !?, th res Ponsibility for 

b^en firm aupervi.ion oJ thf d J y ln What should^ave 

(Page 142). OI the FBI • internal security activities. 



the relationship between *Vw* n whether the nature of 

prosecution of disciplinary acti^t^V*? 9 called f °r criminal 
recommendation,, (Pages 145-149 j ® h ” k Force ifl sued six 
follows: * 1 ” J * wnich are summarized as 






